
October 10,2003 

Commirdonu Michael I Copps 
Fedcrpl Communicntiotu Commbsion 
44s 12th Stre& Nw 
W a i h i q t o ~  D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I rn w r i ~  to voice my oppodtion to my FCC-mmdatad ndopth of "tmpdcplt  fl@ tachnoloey tk digital teldrion & n co~uymez 
and u h n ,  I feel P t rody  that much 0 policy would be b d  for innovatims O D N U ~ R  right#. m d  the ultimnta adoption of WV 

A robwt, competitive market for C D N U ~ W  daotronico mu! be motad in mmufaaturan' n U i y  to inncvstc fa thdr clutomsn. AUo- 
movie 6 0 s  to veto teatuna of wV-m+cm sq-antwiU mblc ulc mdioi to tall technologirtl what new product# they c m  
create Thi~ will reoult in product# that don't m c s n d y  reflect w h t  cMuumen like me lotuny. vmt.  and it could rerult in me b+ 
charged more mmey for inferior functiomality 

If the FCC Lmn a brondcast flsg mpndpta. I would a d y  bn l e i 0  likely to mnkc m invaabnont in DTV-capnblc reouvsn and other 
equipment I will not pay more for d d c m  that llmlt my rights at the behem of Hollywood Plcue do not mandate bmdcprt t lq  
technology for digitd television Thmk you for your time 

sincerely, 

Scott LePerP 
4401 Meridian Ave N 
Seattle, WA 98103 
USA 



October 10, 2003 

Commssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicnhons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast flaf technology for d i g d  
television. As a consumer and nbzen, I feel stcongly that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, cornpetlave market for consumer clectrorucs must be rooted m manufacturers' awty to innovate for 
thmr customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of D"-recephon e q u p a t  will enable the stud~os to 
tell technolopsts what new products they CM crate. Thus wll result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actually wmf and it could reault in ma bang +d mora money for mfenor 
funcbondity. 

The idea of protechng the broadcast mdustry from a threat that has yet to matendm i s  ludicrous and personally 
msulhng. The broadcast nemorks are scrambling to prop up a f&g busrness model (free progamrmng 
supported by advemrcrs). Ths model has f d e d  on thc web, and rean5 doomed to fd here as wcll. As a 
consumer, if I could pay a reasonable fee to t d o r  the channels I want to receive and had the ability to turn 
channels on or off at will (or as a pnrtlculnr progrm I wanted to sea c m e  on), I would be happy to pay for that 
sermce. I heady have no problem paymg for HBO. mar model is excellent. They produce qudity programm~n5 
I pay for their service. That is not playmg the odds Lke NBC, ABC, CBS and their ilk - that is common sense. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mandate, I would actually be less hkely to mpke m mvestment m DTWcnpable 
receivers and other equpment. I will not pay more for devlcer that h t  my dghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dptd television. Thank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Jason Gessner 
1237 Summersweet Ln 
Bade% IL 60103 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NU 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
f l a g "  technology Lor digital television As a consumer and cltizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be lest likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Kelly Guimont 
8729 SE Alder 
Portland, OR 97216 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

Commbliomer Michael J Copps 
Federal Cmnmunicatjotu Commission 

W~hington, D C 20554 

Dear M i c M  Coppm. 

I am Writing to voice my oppodtion to m y  FCCmpndpted adopth of '"brondcprt 
and citizen, I feel mbondy thnt much n p&y would bo bnd fce innovntiom. cmuumm W b .  md the ulhnte adDption of DTY 

A robust. competitive market for cmwmm electrrmiom murt be rooted in manufnnhrra' nbility to innovnte for their cutomem Ah- 
movie rtudios to veto fenturem of DTV-nccption e q u i p a t  wUl cnablc & stadom to tell techdo&to what new p d u c t l  they can 
crentc Thi8 will rerult in productl that don't n e c e n d y  redact whnt c o m m a  like me n c t d y  want. pnd it could r e d  in me b c i q  
charged m a n  money for inferior func t iod ty  

If the FCC blues n tuondcnmt @ mandpte. I would nctunlly h laam likely to mnke an kveohnmt in MV-cnpnbL reoeivm and ~Ula 
equipment I WU not pny more for devices thnt limit my right# nt the bahert of Hollywood P~GMG do not mmdnte hraadcan @ 
technology for @tal tclcvidon Thpnk you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Pnul Mueller 
3956 E Flower St 
Tucsrm, AZ 85712 
USA 

445 12rh sweet, Nw 

technoloey far digitpl televidon & P c o m m  
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October IO, 2003 

Commbriona Michael J Copps 
Federal Commsnkatioru Commhdon 

Wanhqto& D C 20554 

Dew Michael Coppn. 

I m miting to voice my oppodtion to my FCC-mnndated ndoption of "brondcu4 ripe" technolcgy for dieitpl televirim .b L coninma 
and ci- I feel 6bmgly that mch n 

A r o b W  cmnpetitive market for o o m a  elnctrolti08 must bo rooted m mnnufaoturm' nWiy to innovate for thair c lu tmna  AUowing 
movie shldioi to veto feature# of DN-reecptirm equipnent wlll a b l e  the &I to tall teehnologlrtl whnt new products they can 
mente Thio will rerult in producb that dm't neceiiuily reflect w h t  c o m e n  like me nctunlly wnni, and it could r e d  in mc being 
charged more money for infenor f u n c t i d t y  

If the FCC iswn n broadcast rlag mandate. I would a c W y  bo boo likely tc moke nn inveshnent in mV-capable receivan nnd o h  
equipment I w i l l  not pay mme for devicn thnt h i t  my fights nt the behcrt of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcan flsg 
technology for digitd television ThanL you for your time 

Shcaely, 

Kevh Schech 
70 14 Southbmy Hill 
Canfield, OH 44406 
USA 

445 12th saec Nw 

would be bad for innovntion, c~nnrmsr +ts. and tho ultimata adoption cf DTV 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am WrRlng to Wlce my OpposRlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon a("broadcastflag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cRlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy wauld be bad lor Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon at D N  

A robust cornpettlve market lor consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manuhcturera' abllky to Innovate lor thelr 
customen Allawlng movle studlo9 to veta features or DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologllFI 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't necssnrlly reflect what consumera I l b  me 
actually mnt, and R could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor func t lona l~  

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata, I wuld actually be less llkely to make an lnvamtment In DN-capable recebnn 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay morn Tor devlcsa that llmb my rbhta at the behast d Hollywood Plesss do not mandate 
broadcast IlSQ technology for dlgml talevlslon Thank you lor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Lawrence Jncob SlebeR 
18960 Oakrldge Lane 
Morgan HIII. CA 95037 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functlonality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equlpment I will not pay 
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Joe Hughes 
32 Oak St $2 
Somerville. MA 02143 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

Comminsionsr Michael J Copps 
Federal Communientiotu Commionion 
445 12th street, N W  
Washkgton. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppn, 

i m wri t iq  to voice my oppouition to any FCC-mMdntcd ndoptkm of "bmndcplt tlpe" t e c h d o ~  for &tal tclevidon pa n CO-R 

and citizcn. I feel ntrongly that nuch n policy would be bad fm inn~vntiiots c o r n u  +b. m d  the Ultimnte adoption of D N  

A robunt. cmpatitive mprket for OO~SUI~IR alsDtrrmia m M  be rooted in msnufictdrao' ability to h v n t e  for their curtomm aUov& 
movie PhldiDl to veto features of DTV-refeptiOn cqdpment wUl mblc the rhrdioi to tall tmhnalngb whnt new pmducc they can 
create l i i o  will r e d t  in productn that don't neceoiuily reflect what cDfyumm like me m t d y  vmnt, and it could r e d t  in me bdng 
chsrged more money for interior functionrlity 

If the FCC M w n  a brosdcalt flag mnndnta. I would nDtuouy L l en  likely to mnks an investment in DTV-cnpnble receivvm and other 
equipment I wUl not pny more for d&M that Llmlt my Mia nt the beheot of HDUyvood P l e ~ e  do not mandate bmadcslt flsg 
technology far digital television lhnnL you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Dave Marti 
699 Shenylynn Blvdii16 
Pleasant Hi4 IA 50327 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Comrmssioner M h a e l  J .  Copps 
Federal Commumcahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Wchael Copps, 

I am wciang to voice my opposihon to my FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast fld technology for &gml 
telension. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly thrt such a pohcy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the dhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehttve mmket for consumer electromcs must be rooted m msnufactarers' abrlrty to mnovate for 
them customers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wll enable the studios to 
tell technolopsts what new products they can create. T m s  d result m products thrt don't necessrdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m me bung chugad more money for infenor 
funchonalty. 

If the FCC issues P broadcast flag mandate, I would achldly be loss k U y  to makc 
recmvers and other equipment. I d not pay more for dcplces that h t  my n&tr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd tclemsion. l'hankyou for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Albert0 Escarlate 
163 Impenal Ave 
Westporf CT 06880 
USA 

mvestment m DTV-capable 
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October 11,2003 

COml l IhkLer  MbhnCl I CDpPl 
F e d 4  Communications Commhmon 
44s 12th Street, NW 
Wnshingtom, D C 20554 

Dear Michaol Copps, 

I nm wri* to vace  my oppouhn to my FCCmmdatcd h p t h  of "brondcm 
and ci- I feel mongly thnt much n policy would be had for innovPtm, cofuumu +b. and ths ultimata adoption of DW 

A robunt, competitive market for c o m e r  ale&ca mud be motcd in mmufn-' nwty to innovate for thair curtomm .Uov& 
movie Ptudioo to veto feenhlrei of DTV-reception equipment dl a b l e  the mdnr to tell technologirtl whnt new p d u c a  they CM 

create ?his will r c d t  in products thnt don't n e c c l s d y  r c h c t  what conmmen Eke me ~ c d l y  wpnf Md it could r e d t  in me b e i q  
chnrged more money far inferior functionality 

If the FCC wsurs n brondcnot flsg mandate. I would wtuelty be lcw likely to make M jnvertment in DTV-cnpnbls receivan pnd other 
equipment I will not psy more for devices thnt limit my @tn at the behelt of H d y w m d  &Me do Mt mandate braadcslt t lq 
technology for digital televirion lhanL you for your time 

sincerely, 

Lee Wilmeth 
1104 Cyprcis court 
Mansfield, TX 76063 
USA 

tachnology for digital televiion s c ~ l u m e r  
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October I I, 2003 

commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am Wrklng to VOICe my oppositlon to m y  FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" teChnolOgy far dlgitnl televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovltlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmete 
sdoptlon of D N  

A robust, CompetWe market Tor consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to l n n w t e  far thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studloi to ell technologists 
what new product9 they can create Thls wlll result In product3 that don't necessrrlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money far lnferlor functlonallty 

IT the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less Ilkdy to make an Investment In DTV-capable recekers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more far dwlces that llmt my right3 at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast Tlag technology Tor Ulgltal telwlslon Thank you lor your time. 

sincerely, 

Wllllam Melntyre 
2107 9th Ave 
Longmont, CO 80501 
USA 



October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable rmceivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digltal television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Sawczyn 
1661 Fearn Circle 
Atlanta. GA 30319 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federd Communicahons Cornsston 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast f lac  technology for drgtd 
television. As a consumer and ahzm, I feel stcongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultunate adopaon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer clcctcomcs must be rooted in manufacturers' abthty to movate  for 
then customers. Allowmg mome studros to veto features of DTV-recephon eqmpment wll enable the otuhon to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ' h s  4 1  result m products that don't nscessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could rasult m me bemg charged more money for rnfenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lesa Lkdy to make an mveshnent m DTV-capable 
recuvers and other equpmcnt. I wll not pay more for devices that Lmit my n&ts at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@d telmsion. "hank you for your tunc. 

hcerely, 

nchard g l l m  
82 old route one 
Hancoc!d, ME 04640 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commucahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Wchael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fllg" technology for d@aJ 
telmsion. As a consumer and citizen, I fed strongly that such a polcyvould be bad for innovation, conrumer 
n&ts, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehbve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' amty to innovate for 
their  customer^. Allowng movie studton to veto festurer of DTV-reception equipment w11 enable the s t u d m s  to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. T h s  u?ll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actudly want, and it could result m me bang chuged more money for infenor 
functionally. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be lass kkely to make nn investment m DTV-capable 
recmvers m d  other equipment. I wid not pay more for devices that h u t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd talmsion. ?hank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Steve Pelleher 
1231 Oaklawn Rd 
Arcada, CA 91006 
USA 
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Ocrober 11, 2003 

Commssioner Md-~accl J. Cows 
Federal Commurucahons Comrmssion 
445 12th Streeh NW 
Washngon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Uchael Copps, 

I m wnhng to voice my opporihon to m y  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fld tcchnology for d I g d  
telension. As a consumer and mbzm, 1 feel strongIy that such a poLcy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmnte adophon of DTV. 

A robus\ compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m mpnufacturers' abil~ty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mone studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment d enable the stud103 to 
tell technolognts what new products they CM create. T h s  d result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually WM~, and I t  could result m me bang c h q d  more money for rnfcnor 
funcbondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to m&e an investment XI DTV-capable 
receivers m d  other equipment. I d not pay more for devices that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tccbnology for Lptnl telmsion. 'Ihnnk you for your m e .  

Smcerely, 

Matt H~mnnn 
372 Hatley Orcle NE 
Concord, NC 28025 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal tommunlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrhlng b volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flng" technology tor dlgltal blevlslon As a 
consumer and cttlren. I feel strongly thnt much n pollcy would be bod for Innmtlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D l V  

A robust competttke market for conrumer Clectronles must be rooted In manuhcturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo9 la veto bi turea d DN-receptbn equlpmcnt wlll enable the studlos b tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In pmduch that don't neeernflly reflect what consumers llke me 
aetually want, and n could result In me belng charged mare money for Interlor functlonalky 

If tne FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be loas Ilkely to makn an Investment In DN-capable raceken 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces thnt llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology far dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slnceraly, 

Alan 0 Oleskl 
114 Thorne Dr 
Bethpage. NY 11714 
USA 



T O  Page 1 of 1 6 16 07 AM, 1011 1/03 541 3023099 

October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flaq technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

S i ncerel y 

Brian Nicks 
952 Castlewood Dr Apt 1 
Los Gatos. CA 9 5 0 3 2  
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flmg" technology lor dlghl televlslon AS a 
Consumer end cmzen. I feel strongly that such a pnllcy would be bmd lor Innmtlon, consumer rlghm. and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon or DW 

A robust, competttk market for consumer electmnlcr must be rented In mmuhcturers' abllny to Innovate for their 
cudomen Allowlng movle i u d l o i  to veto features el DTV.receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlrrs 
what new products they e m  create Thls wlll resun A products that don't necsrsarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could rerult In me bclng charged mom money for lnhrlor functlonaltfy 

If the FCC Issues a bloadCBSt flag mandate I would actually be lass Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable mcehers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay mors lor dwlcas that llrnft my rlghta at the behest el Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadca9t llag technology Tor dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Rush 
3809 Falmey Clrcle 
La9 Vegas, NV 89108 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Evtchid J. Copps 
Federal Communicihons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear M i c h d  Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flng" technology for dgd 
telension. As a consumer m d  atlien, I fed saondy thnt such a pokcy would be bad for mnovaeon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for coniumcr elecrro~~cs must be rooted m mmufacturerr' at+ to movate  for 
their customers. AUouvlg mome studos to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment WIII enable the studos to 
tell technolopts what new products they c m  creab. TIUS d result in products thit don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, m d  it could result rn me b a g  chvged more money for mfenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a bmndcut flog mandate, I would nctually be less h!dy to make an mvestment m DTV-capable 
recuvers m d  other equipment. I wll  not pay more for devices that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flq technology for dgtd tclemsion. Thmk you for your hmc. 

Sincerely, 

Richaxcl Wart 
603 Wdd Forest Dr. 
Homewood, AL 35209 
USA 



October 10, 2003 

Comrnlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCGrnandntsd ndopnon ol"broadustflag" technology for dlgltal tslevlslon ps a 
consumer and cblzan, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innantlon. consumer rlghb. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competkke market for consumer eleetronlcr must be rootcd In manuhcturers' abllw to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle rtudloa ta vatn h a t u n r  ol DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologl& 
what new pmdudr they can create Thlr wlll result In produeb that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers IIke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor functlonalb 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast rlag mandata. I would actually be lass Ilkely to make on Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devba that llmlt my rlghts at the bsheot of Hol lwod Please do not mandite 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltrl blwlalon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Andrew Gar& 
1022 Plerce st 
San Franclsco. CA 94115 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I dm,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television A s  a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and i t  could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be lest likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital televlsion Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Rob Blackwelder 
280 Lenox Ave Suite Q 
Oakland. CA 94610 
USA 
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October I O ,  2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Coppa 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, 0 C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to vo te  my oppostlon to any FCGmandated edoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer snd cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innomdon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon a( DN 

A robust, comp&We market for conSumer electmnba musl be rooted In menuhcturan' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customen Allowlng movlc stud103 K, vem reaturaa a( DN-receptbn equlpmcntwlll enable the studlos to tell technologist$ 
what new producb they can create Thlswlll result In pmdueb that don't necmaarlly reflectwhat consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could reIult In me belng chrrged mora money lor Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag msndate. I would echrnlly be less llkely to make an lnwatment In DN-capable recelvsn 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  devlcea that llmtl my rlghte at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g h l  blevhlon Thank you br your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Marko Antonlo Jullo Esplnore Cangehusla 
Fergusonstrnet 98 
OrnnJeslad, FRGSTRQB 
Aruba 
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October 10. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for  innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit xy rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Aaron Edberg 
210 Starlane Drive 
La Canada, CA 91011 
USA 
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October I O ,  2003 

Commlssloner Mlchasl J Copps 
Fedeml Communkatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am Wfkhg tn volce my opposklon to any FCGmandetsd adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgllsl televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlgnb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTv 

A robust, compettthe market b r  consumer electmnlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
cu*men Allowlng movie studlos to veto features d DN-nceptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsh 
what new producb they can create Thlr wlll mrult In praducls that don't nacessrrlly n(lsct what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng chargad mom money lor Inferbar tunctlonalw. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I w u l d  actually be less llkdy to make an Invbatment In DTvsapabla recslvsrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for dovlces that llrnll my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlsbn Thank you b r  your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Seth wendenman 
210 rh'lngtnn st - 
apt 7 
Nfm York. NY 10002 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I 0m wrklng to volce my appasttlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ot "broadcast tlag" technology tor dlgttal televlslon As a 
consumer snd cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovstlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, eompetltlve marlet tor coniumer e lemnler  mud be roofed In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
eu?ltomen Allwlng mwle ttudbstovetoteaturta of DN-meeptlon equlpment wlll enable the rtudlos to tell technologlsto 
what new producb they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't necerarrlly reflect what eonsumen Ilke me 
actually want, and t could result In me belng charged more money lor Inlcrlor functlonalm/ 

It the FCC lasues a broadcast tlag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll n b  pay more ?or dwlcm that llmli my rlghta at the behed of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal telcvlslcn Thank you lor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Alderete 
589 Halght Street 
Sen Francisco, CA 94117 
USA 



October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communkatbns Commlasbn 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposMon ta any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broodcast flag" technology for dlgltal blevlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bnd for Innovetlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon d D N  

A robust. compettthe market for consumer eldctronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturers' abllfry to Innwate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veta bitures of DN-reception equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlam 
what new produrn they can create Thlo wlll rewlt In produeto that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want. and R could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlar tunctbnaltt$ 

If the FCC Issues a braadcast flag mandata I wuld actually be Iesa llkely (0 make an Investment In DN-capable facehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or d w k e r  that llmlt my rlghts rt the behest o( Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor d l g h l  telwlslan Thank you lor your t h e  

Slncerely , 

Robert kaye 
713 Grand Ave #4 
san LUIS Oblspo. CA 93401 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposztion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and i t  could 
result in me being charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipmant I will not pay 
more for devices that limit ny rlghts at the khest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for  your time 

Sincerely, 

Mark Langston 
4337 Renaissance Dr 1320 
San Jose. CA 95134 
USA 



October 10. 2003 

Commlssloner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Stmet. NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wrklng to vdce my oppostlon to any FtGmandatad adoptlon of "brmdcast flag" technology far dlgltal television As a 
consumer 0nd citlzen, I (eel strongly that such I policy weuld be bad lor Innovptlen. consumer rights, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of CIN 

A robust. cornpetthe market for consumer electranlcs must be rooted In rnanuhcturen' ablltty to Innovate for their 
customen Allowlng movie dud109 to veto features oi DN-reception equipment wlll enable the studlos to (ell technologists 
what new produm they can create Thls WIN result In prOductD that don't necesrarlly rdlect what coniumen like me 
actually m n t ,  and it Could result In me being charged more money for inferlortunctionaitty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandib,  I weuld ietually be less llkely to mike an Inwatrnent In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay morn lor devices that llrnlt my rlghta at the behest of HollVWood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltsl televlslon Thank you tor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Rlana Refferkorn 
4%676 Wlndmlll Drhe 
Fremont, CA 94539 
USA 



October 10. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 1  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy vould be bad for  innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to Innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment wlll enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the hheet of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Zach Malmgren 
127 Hines 
Peoria. IL 61614 
USA 



October 10, 2003 

Comrmssioner Michael J. C o p s  
Federal Commumcauons Comrmsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael C o p s ,  

I m~ wnbng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" tedrnology for digtnl 
telmsion. As a consumer m d  ahzm, I feel strongly that such P policy would be b d  for mnovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmrte adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeunve mvket for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' a u t y  to m o v i t e  for 
thmr customers. Allounng mome studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment w l l  enable the stuchos to 
tell technolog~sts what n w  products they can create. l l u s  will result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually want, and it could result m me b a g  c h q e d  more money for mfenor 
funcuondty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to mnks an investment m DTV-capable 
recavers and other equipment. I d not pay more for dcmcer that h t  my n&tr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtd tclmrion. ?hank you for your m e .  

Smcerely, 

Judson Dunn 
4707 Pin Oak Park #lo31 
Houston, TX 77081 
USA 


